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‘rom the (Boston) Universalist Magazine. 
LETTER TO THE EDITORS, 
FROM WALTER BALFOUR, 

On the Day of Judgment. 
(Concluded from p. 199.) 

We have now finished our examination of the 
phrases “ the end,” “the day of the Lord,” and “ the 
coming of the Lord.” It appears to me, that these 
expressions are borrowed from the Old Te&tament, 
by the writers of the New. The expression, the 
end, is evidently used by Daniel relative to the end 
of the Jewish dispensation; and the phrase, “ the 
day of the Lord,” is frequently used by the prophets 
to designate the Jay of God’s temporal judgments 
on nations, and particularly the day of God’s judg- 
ment on the Jewish nation at the end of thé age. 
The New Testament writers then, used them to de- 
signate a time and events long before predicted, but 
which were now nigh even at the door, and in the 
very phraseology used by the prophets. It is almost 
useless to remark, that the Old Testament writers, 
when they speak of “the end,” “the day of the 
Lord,” and “the coming of the Lord,” never repre- 
sent Christ as then sitting on a judgment seat to 
pass sentence on any to endless misery. Indeed, it 
is now generally conceded, that the Old Testament 
does not teach the doctrine of endless misery. Such 
plirases then, must be used in a totally different 
sense from what they are in the Old Testament, il 
the writers of the New have used them in the way 
they are generally applied in the present day. But 
Paul assures us, that he said none other things than 
Moses in the Jaw and the prophets had spoken. If 
the New Testament writers had done, what people 
allege that they have done, how could they have 
been understood by their hearers without some ex- 
planation? But have they ever given any explana- 
tion, that at “the end,” “ the day of the Lord,” and 
“the coming of the Lord,” Christ is to sit ona 
judgment seat to condemn all the wicked to endless 
misery? If they have, let this be pointed out. 

The views I have stated, are in perfect agreement 
with our Lord’s discourses, during his personal 
ministry. None can deny that he said, he was to 
come at the end of the Jewish age; and that this 
period is called “the end,” and “the day of our 
Lord,” is allowed. That at this period he was to 
judge, or reward every man according to his works, 
is in as many words expressly declared by himsel! 
in the discourses alluded to. The views I have ad- 
vanced, agree also with the doctrine and exhiorta- 
tions of his apostles. That they speak of “ the end.” 
“the day of the Lord,” “and the coming of thr 
Lord,” referring to the period of the destruction of 








Jerusalem, is not denied that I know of, by any sect 
of christians. It would be strange and unaccount- 
able, :f the apostles had not spoken so, after all 
Christ had said about this event, ahd the déep in- 
terest all christians had in it. Nor are my views, 
less in accordance, with what must have been the 
general conduct and feelings of all christians, in 
view of our Lord’s coming at the destruction of 
Jerusalem. They must have been looking for it, 
waiting for it, and an anxiety excited about being 
prepared for his arrival. This is just the way we 
have said christians were exercised, in interpreting 
the text under consideration, and many others in 

troduced. My views are also in accordance with 
the fact. At the end of the Jewish age, Christ did 
come, sat on his judgmert seat, and they who had 
done good came forth to the resurrection of life, 
and they that had done evil unto the resurrection of 
damnation. Every one received in his body, ac 

cording to that he had done, whether it was good or 
bad. My views of 2 Cor. v. 10, are also in agree 

inent with the context. Paul, as we have seen, 
speaks as uncertain, whether he would be alive when 
called to appear before Christ’s judgment seat, and 
hence he Jaboured that whether present or absent he 
might be accepted of him. We have also examined 
the scripture usage of benatos, judgment seat, and 
thronos, throne, and the result has been to confirm 
my opinions. The following verse has also been 
adverted to, “knowing the terrors of the Lord, we 
persuade men ;” but we have seen that no scripture 
writer speaks of the “ terrors of the Lord,” in reter- 
ence to a general judgment at the end of this world. 

I am not aware, that in my investigation of this 
or the preceding texts, of having any educational 
bias in favour of the views advanced. This rathet 
lay on the other side; for such texts | once con- 
sidered, as some of the strongest proofs of a future 
judgment, and punishment. Finding I bad been 
inistaken about the doctrine of endless misery, my 
object in examining all my old proofs for it, is not 
to find some sense which may accord with my 
present views, but to ascertain, if possible, what the 
writers meant to teach in all such passages. Such 
we my present views of these, but whether I am 
correct or not, let others judge, for I lay no claim 
to infallibility. Even if correct in my views of 
these, still it may, and it is likely it will be said, the 
joctrine of future punishment, yea, of endless 
misery can be supported trom other passages. 

Let us now admit for argument’s sake, that Paul 
referred to a day of judgment at the end of, this 
world, when he said, “ for we must all appear be- 
fore the judgment seat of Christ.” Lets also al- 
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low that the passages, where “the end,” “ the day 
of the Lord,” and “ the coming of the Lord Jesus,” 
are spoken of, fefer to the same period. What 
then follows? 

Ist. Such views, represent the apostles and first 
christians, as silent about, and no way concerned 
respecting our Lord’s coming at the destruction of 
Jerusalem. They were neither looking for his 
coming, nor waiting for it, nor preparing themselves 
But, can any-man believe that this 
Lord had said to his dis- 


for his arrival. 
was the case, after all our 
ciples on this subject? We think this is impossible ; 
and it would lead us to forma very unfavourable 
opinion of all ehristians during the apostolic age. 
Here then I must say, my views have decidedly the 
advantage over the views commonly entertained. 
But, 

2d. Sueh views represent the apostles and first 
christians, as all looking for, and expecting the day 
of judgment, and end of the world in their lifetime, 
mistake. The 


“the day of the 


which turpsgout to be a very great 


commen belief it *the end,” 


is, ti 
Lord,” and “ the coming of the Lord Jesus,” refer 
to the end of this world; and it is strongly con- 
tended for, that Paul referred to this period in the 
words we have been considering, “ for we ust all 


Now ; 


this is to contend, thatthey all were in expectation 


appear before the judgment seat of Christ.” 
that this period was at band; for they were looking 


for it, and waiting for it; yea, Paul says, that he and 
absent, 
But 
the fact is, if such views are correct, they were all 
Ig- 


We must either admit then 


others laboured, that whether present or 


when it came, they might be accepted of hin. 


entirely mistaken about this, for the day of ju 
ment lias not yet come. 
that they were mistaken, or allow that we have greatly 
mistaken their meaning of the above passages. ‘To 
say that they were all mistalen about this, is a con- 
cession I will never make. The momeut I should 
make it, every infidel might take his stand in it, and 
bid defiance to Paley, and a host of writers beside, 
in defence of christianity. 
admit that your inspired writers have been mistaken 


They might say, “ You 


in one very important article, and you must allow us 
to believe, that they were mistaken in all that they 
have written.” But waiving this, let us suppose, 
that they were all looking for, and waiting for the 
end of the world, and the day of judgment as about 
to take place. 
we have got in our day ? for not one of them, either 
orthodox or heterodox, is looking for the end of the 
world and day of judgment during their lifetime. 
The man who would announce such a belief, would 
run the risk of finding a place in the insane hospital. 
No; so far from this, Mr. Emerson, a very worthy 


I ask then, what sort of christians 


orthodox writer, tells us, that we need not look for 
it, until we have had three hundred and sixty 
thousand years of a millennium. But he is a man 
of too much sense, and christian consistency to be- 
lieve this, and yet assert, that any part of the New 
Testament intimates, as if the apostles believed the 
end of the world, and the day of judgment should 
happen in their day. Hence he says, in his lectures 
on the Millennium, page 229, “ There are passages 





that represent the coming of Christ as néar; but 
he is represented as coming, in other senses and at 
other times, beside his coming to judgment. I 
would gladly see it proved, if it can be proved, that 
the Bible represents the day of judgment as near. 
Though I would by no means speak confidently 
upon this point, yet I am inclined to think, that all 
the passages of scripture that represent the coming 
of Chyist as near, refer to some other coming beside 
his coming to judge the world.” Mr. Emerson 
with diffidence here states his opinion respecting all 
such We would seriously recommend 
to him, and all our orthodox friends, to examine 
this matter with attention. I think Mr. Emerson 
is correct in his opinion. But I would ask them, 
whether by this, they do not deprive themselves of 
Rom. xiv. 10; 2 Cor. v. 10, and other texts, long 
considered chief proofs of a day of judgment, and 
the endless punishment of the wicked? They ought 
to beware, lest in building up three hundred and 
sixty thousand years of a millennium, that they do 


passages, 


not pull down the doctrine of endless, yea, all future 
misery for the wicked. Mr. Emerson justly thinks, 
people have been mistaken in supposing, that any 
passage in the New Testament speaks of the end of 
the w&ld as near. 


necessary 


On his views of the millennium 
it was this. But he has 
served the cause of christianity by so doing. He 
has removed by it, one of the strongest infidel ob- 
jections against christianity, and told the believers 


to maintam 


in endless misery that their former views of such 
passages are false. Well, the question will now be 
What do they mean? If this inquiry is pursued, 
inen must become Universalists, for they will see 
some of the strongest facts in defence of their doc 
trine razed to their foundations. He has also at- 
forded me pleasure in quoting him in favour of ms 
opintons. 

I shall now take some notice of such objections 
as have occurred to me against tne views which 
have been advanced. It may be objected, 

Ist. “ We allow,.that in some of the texts where 
‘the end,’ ‘the day of the Lord,’ and ‘the coming 
of Jesus Christ” are mentioned, that they do refer 
to the end of the Jewish dispensation. But we con 
tend that in others a reference is made to the end 
of this world.” Answer; we have shown, that in 
some of these texts this is true, but it cannot be de- 
nied, that such expressions are used in reference to 
the coming of Christ, at the end of the Jewish age. 
Where ‘hey are used in reference to the coming of 
Christ at the resurrection, not one word is said, that 
at this period Christ is to sit on a judgment seat to 
distribute rewards and punishments to all mankind. 
It is of no consequence then, how often such lan- 
guage is used in reference to such a coming, if such 
a judgment is not stated to take place at this period. 
This is the very point to be proved from such texts, 
but they afford no evidence to prove it. Let any 
one examine all the above texts, where “ the end,” 
and “the coming of Christ” is spoken of in con- 
nexion with the resurrection of the dead, and no- 
thing will be found in proof of the common opin- 


ions entertained of a day of judgment at this period. 
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Objection 2d. “Your views of the above texts, 


St. Pan]. We now find it called a mystery. The 


give too much importance to Christ’s coming at the | heathens had their mysteries and secret ceremonies, 


destruction of Jerusalem, and too little importance 
to his comjng,at the resurrection of all the dead.” 
Ans. This is‘not true. My views give each their 
proper place.and share of importance. The coin- 
mon view, to give importance to Christ’s coming at 
the resurréction, apply texts to it which represent 
the’apestles and first christians as all in expectation 
of it, but which turns dut to have been a vain ex- 
pectation. ‘This false application of texts to it gives 
it a*fictitious importance, but an importance which 
is injurious to the whole system of Christianity. 
It was not ni¥ object to consider Christ’s coming 
it the resurrection, and therefore I could not give 
this a place and importance it deserves, in this dis- 
cussion. But who would say this is lessening its 
importance ? 

I ought to apologize for the length to which my 
communications have extended. If my time had 
allowed me to transcribe, I might have condensed 
But this I could not find, and transcribing 
A  Dis- 
will perceive, I noticed his closing 
Whether 
my views of the passages given, may be satisfactory 


them. 
is an employment I take no pleasure in. 
ciple of Truth,’ 
question in the course of my remarks. 


’ 


to him or your readers geverally, [ must now leave 

] am yours, &c. 
WALTER BALFOUR., 

i 
From the Unitarian Miscellany. 
HISTORICAL SKETCH OF VARIOUS 
OPINIONS CONCERNING THE 
LORD’S SUPPER. 

Having endeavoured, in some preceding essays, 

to give a strictly scriptural account of the authority, 


for them to determine. 


nature and design, efficacy and obligation of the rite 
of the Lord’s Su, per, | shall now attempt a rapid 
view of the different opinions which have been en- 
tertained on the subject, from the earliest ages 
lownward. It will present a humiliating picture of 
the weakness and waywardness of the human mind; 
vnd will show in what wilderness and labyrinths 
faith may lose itself, when it leaves the direct path 
if simplicity and the gospel. We may thus be led 
to prize more highly than before, the plain histories 
of this institution, which the sacred writers have 
preserved to us; to esteem more lightly than ever, 
mere human forms, traditions and authority; to be 
more and more satisfied that Christianity is an in- 
telligible system; and to resolve with increased 
earnestness to acknowledge no other rule of belief 
and practice, than the word of God. 

We gather from Paul’s account, that this rite was 
in his time generally observed in the church; that 
it was celebrated in remembrance of Christ; and 
that all who believed in Christ partook in it. No 


intimation is given that any were forbidden its use, 
though complaii. is made of disgraceful circum- 
stances attending its ubservance. 

After the date of the epistle to the Corinthians, 
we have no further intelligence of the Supper, til! 
we come to the fathers of the second century ; and 





they begin to talk a very different language from 


aud the Christians were too fond of imitating them. 
The Lord’s Supper was naturally fixed upon for 
such a purpose, and was pressed into the service of 
superstition. The first great step being taken, there 
is no cause that we should wonder at any extrava- 
gances which might follow; for the idea of mystery 
and concealment being once attached to a doctrine 
or ceremony, the imagination is left without re- 
straint, to indulge itself in all itserrrntry. No mat 

ter what the errors are, fot they all take a subordi- 
nate rank under the grand and leading error, that 
there can be any mummery or mysticism in a pure 
and perfect religion. 

Being established as a mystery, therefore, one of 
the first abuses of the communion, was the denial of 
it to those who had incurred the censures of the 
church, It was also concealed with great care from 
the Pagans and the uninitiated. In this way it came 
to be regarded with an indefinite awe and super- 
stitious reverence. The opinions concerning it, 
however, had not yet assumed a systematic form ; 
though they were expressed in an exceedingly ob- 
scure and figurative style. Even now we are pre- 
sented with outlines of the strange doctrines which 
The Logos was sup- 
posed to be united in a supernatural way with the 
bread and wine; and the communicants were 


were afterwards established. 


thought to partake in some mystical sense of the 
body and blood of our Lord. These views may be 
inet with in the works of Justin Martyr, Ireneus, 
and Clemens Alexandrinus, who use particular.y 
strong language, and justify it by the words, “ This 
is my body,” and “This is my blood.” But Ter- 
tullian held these words to be figurative. 

It was also at this early age that the Lord’s Sup- 
per was spoken of as a sacrifice, by some in a figu- 
rative, by others ina literal sense. Cyprian, who 
wrote in the third century, asserted that it was a 
real oblation, offered up to the Deity by the minis- 
ter, who stood in the capacity of priest. 

Many superstitious notions and practices were the 
natural offspring of such opinions as these ; and they 
multiplied from year to year. A divine virtue was 
almost of course attributed to the mysterious ele- 
ments; and they were supposed to operate as a di- 
rect charm, and to possess an intrinsic sanctifying 
influence. An idea of this kind could not fail to be 
of a dangerous moral tendency. The communion, 
and the same was the case with the rite of baptism, 
was soon considered as essential to salvation. As 
incantations and forms rose in the scale of spiritual 
importance, virtwe and practical piety descended 
proportionably. 

In thie fourth century the mystics grew bolder, 
and mystical usages increased. Cyril of Jerusalem, 
as quoted by Dr. Priestley, speaks thus: “ Since 
Christ has said, This is my body, who can deny it? 
Since he has said, This ts my blood, who can say it 
is not so? He formerly changed water into: wine, 
and is he not worthy to be believed, when he says 
that’ he has changed the wine into his blood ? 
Wherefore let us, with full assurance of faith, take 
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the body and blood of Christ. For under the form 
of bread the body is given to them, and under the 
form of wine his blood.” 

The bread and wine being once regarded as in 
any literal sense the body and blood of the Saviour, 
they, together with every thing connected with 
They 
were publicly exposed for the adoration of the peo- 
ple. They were carried about as preservatives 
against danger, by those who traveiled by land or 
They were administered to the sick as medi- 
cine.* The cloth which covered the bread, was 
called the clo of the body, and esteemed holy ; the 
wine was considered too precious to be committed 


them, were viewed with awful reverence. 


sea. 


to vessels of brittle glass, and was ordered to be kept 
in some safer receptacle ; and all the utensils ap- 
pertaining to the elements, were regarded with 
their share of veneration. 

The manner of administration also became a mat- 
ter of great moment. In the earliest ages, all the 
faithful partook of the communion every Lord’s 
day. Even infants communicated, as we are told by 
Cyprian; and the custom was continued in the 
western church till the twelfth century, when it was 
abolished; but in the eastern church it is still re- 
tained. The catechumens, or those who were undet 
probation and instruction, and yet initiated, were 
dismissed at the close of the common services, with 
the words Ite, Missa est, trom whence by corruption 
came the English word Mass; and then the eucha- 
rist was celebrated. As it was at that time believed, 
that in the first administration of the Supper, wate: 
was mixed with the wine, they imitated the sup- 
posed example of Jesus. “The elements being re- 
garded as of superior nature to Ordinary bread and 
wine, it was made an inquiry at what instant the su- 
pernatural commutation was effected; and it was 
determined that it happened while the priest was 
pronouncing the words, “This is my body.” The 
custom of burning candles at this service, was intro- 
duced in the fifth century, and there was a set form 
used for blessing these candles. Anciently it was 
the office of deacons to serve the elements, but it 
In 
so insignificant a circumstance too, as the method 
of receiving the bread, the communicants were re- 


afterwards became the privilege of the priest. 


quired by Cyril of Jerusalem to support the right 
hand with the left, and to take especial care that 
They were 


also told that the wine should be approached with 


none of it should fall to the ground. 


the body inclined forward in a reverential manner ; 
and it was ordained by no less an authority than 
that of the sixth general council, that the hands of 
the communicants should be held in the form of a 
It was usual to kiss the bread, and also the 
hand of the person who administered. Pomp and 
parade throughout the ceremony, were lavished 
more profusely every day. 

In the beginning of the eighth century we have 
something very near to the doctrine of transub- 


cross. 





* Austin says, “If any one fall sick, let him receive the 
body and bivod of Christ; and let him keep a part of this 
little body, that he may find the accomplishment of what St. 
James says; ‘ Let those who are sick, go to the church to 
receive strength of body.’” 





Se 





stantiation. John Damascenus, a monk, speak 
thus, “Jesus has joined to the bread and wine his 
own divinity, and made them to be his body and 
blood.” This he illustrates by the comparison of a 
lighted coal, which is fire united with wood. The 
difference between this doctrine and that of tran- 
substantiation will be readily perceived, The form- 
er is the union of the body and blood.of Christ with 
the elements of the eucharist; the latter is a.con- 
version of those elements into the body and blood. 
To borrow the monk’s figure, the one ts the lighted 
coal, consisting of fire and wood, the other is wood 
changed into real fire, though still retaining the 
form, the coldness, and all the visib¥é properties of 
wood. This Damascenus was ol the Greek church, 
in which his name is of great authority. The gene- 
ral sentiment at this time, throughout the christian 
world, was, that the body and blood of Christ were 
present in the elements, though the manner of their 
presence was not distinctly settled. 

One of the superstitious customs of this period 
was the mixing the consecrated wine with ink, for 
the purpose of signing contracts and other im 
portant writings. Afterwards, however, when the 
elements were regarded as the real body and blood, 
practices of this kind were put an end to, as irreve- 
rent. The people began to withdraw from the com- 
munion, from the increasing awe which was entet 
tained of the service. Masses were performed for 
the deliverance of souls out of purgatory ; and pri- 
vate chapels were established for the purpose. The 
communion tables were now called altars, as the 
service was deemed a proper oblation and atoning 
sacrifice; and they were ordered to be made of 
stone. Incense, as well as candles, was burnt at the 
celebration. The bread which was formerly brought 
in separate quantities by the comniunicants, as of- 
lerings, and was afterwards presented in one loaf, 
and then broken for participation, was now some- 
times baked in many small cakes or wafers, princi- 
pally for the sake of preventing any loss. 
as the beginning of the sixth century, all who joined 
in the service were required to face the East. 
the exact mode of celebration was not yet deter- 


As early 
Sut 


mined or prescribed, and different churches used 
different forms. In the beginning of the seventh 
century, the canon of the mass, as it is now used in 
the Roman church, was composed by Gregory the 
This 
pope is famous for having multiplied the ceremo- 


great, and in tine was universally adopted. 


nies, and greatly added to the pomp and glitter of 
his church. 

In the ninth century, the Catholic doctrine of the 
real presence was for the first time accurately de- 
fined. ‘i'his was done by Paschasius Radbert, a 
monk of Corbie in France, who wrote a book to 
prove that the consecrated bread and wine became 
the real body and blood of Christ, the very saine 
body in which he was born, crucified and raised. 
“It is no other flesh,” he says, “than that which was 
born of the virgin Mary, which suffered upon the 
cross, and which was raised from the grave.” His 
assertions Were supported, among other methods, by 
the relation of an extraordinary vision; and in 
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those days a dream was generally of more avail 
than an argument. His opinion, however, was new 
and startling, and was not suffered to come into the 
church without much opposition. Many distin- 
guished persons declared against it; and the em- 
peror Charles the Bold employed a celebrated theo- 
logian of the time to refute it; so that its success 
was for a long time fluctuating and doubtful. In 
the eleventh century, the celebrated Berenge: 
stoutly opposed it; but it seems at that time to 
have become the popular opinion; for he was con- 
demued by councils, and obliged to make a public 
recantation. The Albigenses rejected it; and in 
the twelfth century, Arnold of Brescia was burnt 
for denying it. The word transubstantiation, which 
was used to express this doctrine, was established as 
its orthodox name, by the Lateran council of 1215. 

Many embarrassing questions naturally arose on 
this subject. There was no apparent change in the 
bread and wine, and how was this to be accounted 
for? No less a personage than a pope, Innocent 
III. endeavoured to remove the objection, by allow- 
ing that there remained a certain paneity in the one, 
and vineity in the other. But this modification met 
with little favour. The majority were determined 
to go for the whole ; and indeed common sense was 
so far abandoned, that it was as well to take leave of 
it altogether. Another question was, whether the 
change which was believed to take place, was formal 
or subsianttal; whether it altered the substance, or 
the sensible properties only, of the bread and wine ; 
a question which nothing short of authoritative as- 
sertion could settle, and that can settle anything. 
There was another great difficulty to be solved in 
the same way. The eucharist is celebrated at a 
certain place, and the bread is converted by the 
words of consecration into the body of Christ; but 
the rite is performed in many other places at the 
same time; now, how can the same entire body be 
in various parts of the world at once? The following 
is the conclusive answer by Guimond, one of the 
opponents of Berenger. “Every separate part of 
the eucharist is the whole body of Christ. It is 
given entire to all the faithful. - They all receive it 
equally. Though it should be celebrated a thousand 
times at once, it is the same indivisible body of 
Christ. It is only to sense that a single part of the 
host appears less than the whole; but our senses 
often deceive us. It is acknowledged that there isa 
difficulty in comprehending this, but there is no dif- 
ficulty in believing it.” No; there is no difficulty 
in believing any thing whatever, if belief means the 
nodding of the head, or the moving of the tongue, 
or the singing of one’s name, at the end of any 
proposition which is offered by those who assume 
infallibility, whether the proposition be uade:stood 
or not. 

Several additional forms and ceremonies were in- 
troduced, about the time that this astonishing doc- 
trine was established in the chuich. Till the thir- 
teenth century, those who partook of the sacrament, 
communicated standing, but now they did so on 
their knees. Ip the same century the people were 
ordered, by a papal decree, to fall down in adora- 


tion at the elevation of the host ; the signal for which 
was the ringing of a bell. The host was also car- 
ried in solemn procession through the streets, when 
:bout to be administered to the sick. The great 
festival of Corpus Christi was instituted by Urban 
IV. in 1264; and Thomas Aquinas composed the 
office for it. The custom of giving the bread only 
to the laity, and denying them the wine, was intro- 
duced about this time; though it was not univer- 
sally observed till it was established by the council 
of Constance, in 1415. 

I have left unnoticed a serious controversy, which 
arose in the eleventh century, between the Greek 
and Roman churches on the question, whether 
leavened or unleavened bread should be used in the 
sacrament. The Greeks used the Jatter, and were 
undoubtedly in the right, if the original celebration 
was to be regarded as authority; forthe Jews al- 
ways ate unleavened bread with the Paschal Supper. 
The Romans agreed with them at last. But to me 
the whole contention seems about as important, as 
that which has so long and vehemently been main- 
tained on the point, whether in the rite of baptism, 
the recipient should be sprinkled or dipt. 

The abuses of this institution had grown to such 
enormous proportions, and had struck their roots so 
deeply into the whole soil of Christendom, that even 
in the times of the reformation we shall look in vain 
to see them eradicated. Neither Wickliffe nor 
Huss absolutely rejected the doctrine of transub- 
stantiation. Luther, instead of returning to the 
age and the simplicity of Christ, only went back to 
the eighth century, and took up the doctrines of Pas- 
chasius, or something very like it, in what had been 
called, some time before, consubstantiation. As 
Paschasius explained himself by the simile of a 
lighted coal, which is fire united with wood, so did 
Luther by that of heated iron, which is fire united 
with iron. His colleague, however, Carolstadt, was 
more simple in his creed, aud believed the elements 
to be but the symbols of the body of Christ, which 
in communion, were intended and calculated to ex- 
cite a vivid remembrance of his sufferings. Zuin- 
glius also opposed the great reformer on this subject, 
and showed himself here, as well as on some other 
occasions, the more sensible man of the two. So- 
cinus was equally rational. Calvin went back about 
as far as the second century, and taught that a divine 
efficacy was imparted to the bread and wine. 

The church of England, neither in article 25th, 
on Sacraments, nor in the 28th, on the Lord’s Sup- 
per, so plainly declares a supernatural efficacy in 
the elements, that a more rational faith may not be 
gathered from them; but they are nevertheless, a 
little mystical. The same may be said of the Pres- 
byterian faith, as it is set forth in the Assembly’s 
Catechism. It requires rather more explanation, 
however, before it can be translated into christian 
truth. 

The opinion among thinking Unitariars is, with- 
out exception, as far as 1 know, that which I have 
maintained in the former portion of this treatise. 
The general sentiment, however, among all chris- 





tians, is one of indefinite awe and dread at ap 
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proaching the communion table. It will be jong, I 
presume, before such a sentiment will cease to be 


felt even by Protestants ; for it is hard to throw off 


the chains which centuries have been forging. 

A few remarks have suggested themseives to me, 
while pursuing the above recital, which I will now 
put down as briefly as possible. 

One ts, that antiquity is but poor authority for the 
truth of any doctrine. If, among the very earhiest 
fathers of the church, we are presented with the first 
principles of a superstition, as wild as any that ever 
took possession of the brain of man, they are not to 
be reverenced highly, nor trusted implicitly. We 
may resort to them with cenfidence for a great num- 
ber of historical facts; but their opinions are but 
opinions, and frequently very absurd ones too, and 
should be questioned as readily, and examined with 
as much freedom, as the opimons of any other 
men. 

A second conclusion is, that a doctrine cannot be 
a plain and fundamental doctrine of Christianity, 
which, instead of being explicitly declared in the 
Scriptures, is gradually built up by fathers, councils 
and popes. As a Christian I should aiways feel 
myself bound, positively and openly to deny the 
Christian authority of any opinion or system, which 
I neither could discover in any part of the New 
Testament, nor any where else for a century aftei 
its books were composed. On this ground, as well 
as on some others, | deny the truth of several doc- 
trines, which have been, and still are esteemed o1- 
thodox ; one of which is the doctrine of the trinity. 

I would remark in the third place, as a sugges- 
tion which naturally arises from the foregoing narra- 
tive, that simplicity is the truest sublinuty. Shows 
and festivals may for a while lead captive the senses, 
and impose upon the heart; but at last they grow 
common and tedious and tasteless; the mind de- 
mands something to exercise its sterner powers, and 
the heart, becoming diggusted with outside forms, 
yearns for the satisfaction of its deep and vital 
cravings. After we have been listening to the story 
of the increasing superstitions, the absurd theories, 
the minute and foolish disputes, the smoking and 
scented ceremonies, which for centuries were 
gathering round the table of our Lord, do we not 
turn for refreshment, to the simple accounts which 
the Scriptures afford us, of the simple institution of 
the Lord’s Supper ? 

i ae 

“THE END OF A UNIVERSALIST.” 

The above is the caption to an article which re- 
cently appeared ‘n the “NEW-YORK OBSERVER,” a 
paper devoted to the money-catching cause ot ortho- 
doxy, in this city. The following is a plain, uavar- 
nished statement of the truth: 

A man named Samuel Leonard, of Springfield 
(Mass.) murdered his wife, and then killed himself. 
The parson Wm. B. Sprague of West-Springfield, 
preached at the funeral of the deceased ; and at- 
tempted to persuade his hearers that Mr. Leonard 
was, professedly, a Universalist, and that bis religious 
principles were the cause of the fatal catastrophe. 
“The New-York Observer” improved the occasion 
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to impress upon the public mind the fatal conse- 
quences of believing this doctrine. 

in order to establish the truth of the premises, 
that the said S. Leonard was induced to murder his 
wife, and then to kill himself, by bis belief in the 
doctrine of the salvation of all men, the following 
facts must be substantated, namely— 

First, Mr. Leonard was a believer in this doc 
trine. 

Second, A belief in the doctrine of God’s un 
changeable love and gocduess, and the final holiness 
and consequent happiness of all mankind, has a 
tendency to produce insanity, by making the sub 
jects of it miserable, so that murder and suicide are 
a natural consequence. 

To prove the falsehood of the first proposition, 
we offer the following: “ Mr. Leonard’s shopmates, 
who have worked with him for fifteen years, and 
also the people where he has boarded, assert, that 


they never heard him say that he believed in Uni- 





versalism ; but be has repeatedly been heard to say, 
that he should make away with himself; and that 
when dead there would be an end of him.” We 
give this on the authority of Mr. Edmund Allen 
of Springfield; being an extract from a letter 
written by him to Mr. Hosea Ballou of Boston, 
dated February 18, 1826. Until the Editors of 
the “ New-York Observer” shall prove Mr. A.’s 
statement false, we shall presume to believe they 
have published a falsehood. 

Of the second proposition, we remark, In order 
to prove the actual tendency of any existing cause 
to produce certain definite effects, som thing more 
than words and assertions are necessary. For il- 
lustration, take the following: [t is asserted that 
the mordinate use of ardent spirits has a tendency 
fatally to impair the vital organs of the body, and 
to hurry the victims into a premature grave. If in 
temperate people should live to a good old age as 
frequently as temperate people, and possess the or- 
gans of the body in as heaithy a state as others, 
what honest man in his senses, could assert the 
existence of the cause above-mentioned ? On the 
other hand, if intemperate people should attain, 
frequently, and generally, a greater age, and enjoy 
better health than those more temperate, would it 
not be a reasonable conclusion that intemperance its 
conducive to longevity? ‘To the subject in qnes- 
tion— 

If Universalists commit the crimes of murder and 
suicide, less frequently, in proportion to their num- 
ber, than Christians of other denominaticss, is it 
not a sufficient proof, that their religious belief has 
a less tendency to produce these crimes, than the 
religious belief of others? Is it not possible, that a 
Universalist may take the life of his fellow, and his 
own life, when insane, and the cause of the insanity 
have no relation to his religious sentiments? If 
Universalism is so productive of crime as its ene- 
mies allege, what good and sufficient reason can be 
assigned for the existence of the fact, that more 
than 99 out of an 100 of the criminals in the State 
Prisons are of other religious sects, and most of 





them pretended believers, (to say the least,) of the 
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prime articles of the orthodox creed? If the fact of 
the commission of the crimes of murder and suicide, 





be positive evidence that the procuring cause has 
peen the religious faith of the parties, read the foi- 
lowing, and ponder :— 

A list of the names of a number of CALVIN- 
ISTS who have committed the crimes of suicide or 
murder, and all of whom were known, (with the 
exception of one,)to Mr. E. Allen, above-imen- 
tioned. 

Rev. J. Leonard, minister of Woodstock, Con. 
ind Chaplain to Gen. Washington, by cutting his 
throat with a razor. 

John Cadwell, Sheriff of Worcester, by jumping 
into a well. 

Phineas Moody, of Somers, killed his wife, two 
children, and himself, by cutting their throats and 
his own, with a shoe-knife. 

Mrs. Abigail Bedwell, of Hebron, Con. aunt to 
W. B. Sprague, hung herself with a skein of yarn. 

Deacon Hall, of Ellington, hung himself with a 
bridle. 

J. How, of Sturbridge, and David Curtis, hung 
themselves with a rope. 

Jonathan Kantfield, of Belcher, cut his throat 
with a jack-knife. 

Ethan Drake, of Belcher, hung himself. 

Dr. Samuel Guild, or Glell, [perhaps] of Amherst, 
run himself through with his own sword. 

John Dickenson, of Granby, Mass. hung himself. 

Deacon Chafey, of Ashford, Con. Westford pa- 
rish. 

Asher Bartlett, of Springfield. 

Ebenezer Tucker, of Springfield. 

Benjamin H———, of W. Springfield, hung 
himself. 

Widow Sabra Scott, of Palmer, hung herself. 

J. Hancock, of Enfield, Con. hung himself: and 
1 number more that might be mentioned.* 

Of all subjects, that of the tendency of Univer- 
salism ought to be the last which the editors of a 
Calvinistic journal should presume to meddle with! 
The founder of their sect, John Calvin of Geneva, 
was a cold-blooded murnpvEeRER! M. Servetus was 
his victim. Let them, if they have the hardihood 
and effrontery, deny this, and they shall have 
proof. 

We could add a long list to the above catalogue, 
but we forbear. It is almost disgraceful, we can- 
didly acknowledge, to meet such religionists in com- 
bat, if we must fight them with their own weapons. 
We have felt it a duty to warn mankind of the fatal 
tendency of a belief in the unhallowed doctrine of 
Joho Calvin, which was propagated at first by mur- 
der, and has since driven numbers to insanity, mur- 
der and suicide. To prove this tendency, we have 
only to instance the case of Mrs. Lois Stone, wife of 
Mr. Zaphna 8S. of Kinsman, Trumbull co. (Ohio,) 
who, on Sunday, the 14th May, 1820, while her 
husband was absent at church, drowned her three 





* The Editors of the Univ. Mag. from which we extract 
from Mr. A.’s Letter, state, that from an imperfection in the 
manuscript, they may have made mistakes in the names 
of some of the towns, or the parties. 











children. She was the subject of a Calvinistic re- 
vival, and was brought to believe she had committed, 
what Calvinists call, “the unpardonable sin.” Fear 

ing that her children might live to commit this sin, 
and be endlessly miserable as a consequence, she, 
under the impression that they would escape the 
dangerous rock on which she split, if ghey died in 
their infancy, became, horrid to relate, 4 execu 

tioner. This fact should seal, on this $ 

metically, and for ever, the lips of Jobu Caivin’s 


ject, her- 


disciples! 
Note—If the Editors of the “ New-York Ob- 


server” will publish the above article in thei Paper, 
we pledge ourselves to pay them double price for 
the composition of it, and also to publish in this 
paper their article on the same subject, with any 
remarks they may please to make, gratis. ED. 
—_<— 
FOR THE GOSPEL HERALD. 

HEREDITARY AND TOTAL DEPRAVITY 

Mr. Editor.—T he doctrine of hereditary and total 
depravity, seems to lay at the very root, and in fact 
is (he foundation of most of the absurdities, and is 
oue of the most pernicious errors in Christendom 
Were it true, nothing could be more discouraging 
to human exertions to do good. Yea, according to 
this sentiment, the precious few, whose pride or va- 
nity can persuade them that God has changed their 
hearts, not for any works of righteousness which 
they had done ; but according to his own purpose 
and grace; (for, before they were changed, if not 
since, they were, according to their own confession, 
as had as others ;) this precious few, I say, have done, 
are now doing, and will finally do all the good there 
is or can be done in the moral world: that is, all 
that is considered good in the sight of God; for all 
others (they themselves being judges) are “averse 
to all that is good, and wholly inclined to all that is 


he) 


evil!” And as this doctrine is eagerly embraced by 
some who are looked upon, and bear the name of 
Universalists, at least, in the eyes of the world, and 
as the following text is sometimes brought to prove 
it, and seems to come as near proving it as any text 
which can be brought, I have thought proper to offer 
you a few comments upon it, that your readers may 
see what kind of testimony is often resorted to, to 
support a darling tenet. 

Psalm li. 5. “ Behold, Iwas shapen in iniquity ; 
and in sin did my mother conceive me.” This 
Psalm was composed by David soow after Nathan 
the prophet came to him, and had ¢ harged him with 
the awful crime, of which he knew he was guilty, 
with Bathsheba, the wife of Uriah the Hittite, whose 
husband he had caused to be slain to cover his own 
guilt! Now, if David had been totally depraved, 
how could any one have expected better things 
from him ? And if he inherited that depravity from 
his parents—if it was born into the world with him, 
it was his misfortune, and not his fault! 

David does not appear to excuse himself in the 
least ; but, on the contrary, he says, “I acknowledge 
my transgressions ; and my SIN is ever before me.” 
His words, therefore, are to be construed as an apo- 
logy, rather than as an excuse for his sin. But this 
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apology, as I shall endeavour to show, has no refer- 
ence to the sin of his mother, anterior to his birth; 
much less to the sin of mother Eve. 

The truth of this statement will depend on the 
two Hebrew words rendered was shapen, and did 
conceive, in the text. My object will be to show, 
that even if these words will admit of being thus 
rendered, amy where, they should not have been so 
rendered inthis text ; and by so rendering them, the 
sense of text is perverted. My proofs shall be 
all brought from the Scriptures themselves. 

The first word, HULLTI, is used in the same sense 
exactly, (that is, in the same mood, person, and 
tense,) only in ‘Prov. viii. 24, 25, where Solomon is 
speaking of wisdom, whom he makes to say, “When 
there was no deptlis, 1 WAS BROUGHT FORTH—be- 
fore the hills Was 1 BROUGHT FoRTH.” Here the 
word is properly rendered, Iwas brought forth ; but 
if it had been rendered I was shapen, here, what 
idea of shape could any one give to wisdom ? Again, 
Psalm xc. 2. “ Before the mountains were brought 
forth, or ever thou hadst formed (i. e. produced) the 
earth andthe world,” &c. Here the word is ren- 
dered “ hadst formed,” but it would have been bet- 
ter hadst produced—that is, by creation, from the 
woinb of eternity. Isa. li. 2. * Look unto Abraham 
your father, and unto Sarah that Bare you.” I 
would ask, can this possibly mean shapened? If 
mothers had it in their power to give shape or form to 
their children, is there any one who would not have 
handsome children? Again; whatever was David’s 
shape or form, if there was any fault in it, on whom 
will that fault rest ? Ans. On him who formed him! 
See then, Job xxvi. 13. “ His hand HatH FORMED 
the crooked serpent.” Here the same word in 
the Hebrew is rendered hath formed. Now, did not 
the same hand that produced, brought forth, or, if 
you please, FonmeED the crooked serpent, equally 


But David 


produce, bring forth, or Form David ? 
evidently alluded to his birth, and to no circum- 
stance prior to it; as much as if he had said, “ Be- 
hold, I was brought forth (or born) into iniquity. 
That is, into a wicked world! And this is the first 


apology I offer for my sin.” But this is not all. 

2. “Tn sin did my mother warm me.” That is, 
nourish, cherish, embrace, or bring me up. The 
Hebrew word, tHMTNI, is susceptible of all these 
meanings, but cannot mean, did conceive me, as ap- 
plicable to-the mother of David. It is rendered by 
the learned Tremellius, “ et in peccato FoviT me 
mater mea.” For tr is from foveo, 1. To keep 
warm. 2%. To cherish, or nourish. 3. To feed, or 
maintain. 4. To make much of, to favour, to fon- 
dle. 5. To love and embrace. 6. To espouse, or 
favour, 7. To foment, or bathe, with any liquid 
thing. And let any one compare ali the places 
where the Hebrew word is used, and he will be con- 
vinced that this is its true meaning. Although we 
read the word conceive, conceived, &c. so often in 
the Old Testament, in relation to females, yet it is 
invariably a different word in the Hebrew, and not 
the one under consideration. Lam aware it is ap- 
plied to Jacob’s cattle, Gen. xxx. 38, 39, which 
grew warm (modestly used to express a different 
circumstance) when they came to drink before the 
rods : but see verse 23, of the same chapter: “ And 
sue (Rachel) concetvep, and bare a son, and said, 
God hath taken away my reproach.” Here we find 
a different word in the Hebrew, in the same chap- 
ter, and the one that is invariably applied to females 
in this sense. But the one under consideration 
never is so applied, unless it be in our text, which 
application, as we contend, perverts the sense. Da- 
vid would be about as likely to say shapen and con- 
ceived, as a person would to say, I was brought up 
and born in such a place. It is putting, if I may so 
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spe ak, the cart before the horse! He would have 
said, [was conceived and shapen, if he had meant 
what the translators say. 

Geutlemen of the clergy, of all denominations, 
Look at this, and cover your faces with blushes, 
whenever ye shall make use of the above text again, 
to prove a doctrine so dishonorary to God, and so 
paralyzing to every laudable eitort of man, as that of 
hereditary aud total depravity!!! ALE'THES. 


—=— 
MORE SUICIDE. 

A few weeks since, in the town of Halfinoon, Sa- 
ratoga cotinty, (N. Y.) a Mrs. Coon put a period to 
her life by cutting her throat with a razor, leaving 
an infant child and a fond husband to mourn her 
untimely and shocking exit. She was a member of 
a Presbyterian Church, but became impressed that 
she had partaken of the eucharist unworthily—and 
was doomed to the pains of an endless hell! 

It is but a few months since, that a Mr. Owen, a 
member of a Baptist Church, who lived only a mile 
and a half from where the above-named suicide 
took place, (in Stillwater,) committed suicide, by 
hanging himself, under similar impressions with 
those of Mrs. Coon. Evan. Rest. 

Mr. Southney Bond, of Raleigh, (N. C.) put an 
end to his existence, a few weeks since, by cutting 
his throat with a razor. He was a member of high 
standing in the Baptist Church, aut maintained a 
character in all respects favourable to his profession 

NV. C. Register. 
a 
NOTICE EXTRA! 

The present Number completes the Sixth Volume 
of the GosPEL HERALD. It behooves us to ac 
knowledge, with gratitude, the providential care, 
the pretection and assistance of our Heavenly 
Father, to the present moment. The we 
have been thus publicly engaged in, for six years, 
has been advanced in such a manner, that we can 
adopt the language of Inspiration, and say, throug! 
the blessing of Heaven, we have seen the travail 
of our soul, and are satisfied; believing, that the 
pleasure of the Lord hath prospered in our hand. 
We adopt this language, we trust, with humility; 
and ascribe the kingdom, the power, and the vlory. 
to the God of salvation. a, 

The Office of the GosprL AERALD will be re- 
moved on Monday next (May Ist.) to Vo. 70 Bow 
ery. The First Number of the Seventh voluine will 
be issued on Saturday, May 20th. 
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an an Communications, and all Letters for the 
“ Editor of the GosPeL HERALD,” are requested to 
be addressed to 

John Finch, Printer, No. 70 Bowery, New-York 

Subscribers who chauge their residences May Ist. 
are requested to send a memarandum of their Street 
and Number to No. 70 Bowery. 

Every person shall be considered a Subseriber tc 
the Seventh volume, who forwards, free of expense. 
One Dollar. 

Persons living in distant towns, if they will ay 
pointthetr Agent, he, by forwarding Five Dollars 
can receive Str Papers, and in the same ratio for a 
We therefore solicit Subscribers 
on the conditions of 
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greater number. 
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